The review of timing behaviour by Buhusi and Meck 1 misrepresents current understanding both of pacemaker-accumulator (PA) timing models and of behavioural research on interval timing in general. The article is not as balanced as it should have been, and the authors should have pointed out that the strongest evidence against PA models has always been theoretical/conceptual, behavioural and, to some extent, pharmacological, rather than physiological.
memory, and the cascade property, seem to be increasingly necessary features of any neural model for interval timing. Continued discussion of the protean PA model distracts attention from the many links between interval timing and basic memory and learning processes. It is to these, rather than a specialized 'internal clock' for which there is less and less evidence, that future neurophysiological research should be directed.
